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, Houſe of Swevie, tl the. Death of the Emperor Re- 
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III. 
the DI 


and in Vepice, Kc. W he 
Tranfadlion: OE Nek * 
and the Policies and Intrigues of — Roſe Courts at large 


V. Tales, Epiſtles, Odes, Fables, &c. With Tranſlations 


eee 1e e Grate, 
in 4— Volumes. Wherein is contain d, 


of that all the Os: | 
Hittory 1 iou-ug 88 0 


neral Affairs 
Greeks, di, „ 


© devick II. in the Year 1250. With the 2 of the 


Wig Ye Cn nn pared. "and 


wha 80 
ſubtile Arts the Pontificate gain d upon 1 
Where the Author cles demonſtrates, "arg = 
"Temporal Dominion — exercis d by 
* ethet to the 


ole Nos 
c. 
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*** wr Alezander VI. and his Sou Ceſs 


1 


a Pe r 0 ai Work. ty Mons 
n ieces to or 
9 A. M. Author of thy Men — 
in Foli 
Is . Min Stade i the Rei 
Bap des and ors * Nin Roigns fl | 


of bet Right Honourable Sir Rahb 
Winwood Kr. nens one of the Free — 


5 . Hemy Neville, Sit Charles Corngaliit, > Ar 
Carleton, Sir Thomas Edmonds, Mr. Trumball, Mr. Cot- 
tington, and others, at the Courts of France and Spain, 
che Principal 
fully related, 


are diſcover d. The whole digefted in an exact Se- By K 


Ties of Time. To which are added two Tables; 


one of the Letters, the other of the 2 Matters. — 
In 3 Volumes. By Edmund Sawyer, of | lun, | | 
Eſq; in Folio. 0 


IV. The Works of Haſod, ranſlared from the Greek by Printe 


Mr. Cooke. Quarto. 


from Homer and other antient Authors. To which A. 
are added Propoſals for nn the Engliſh Lan- ; 
guage. Octave. "+ 


Dr C lark' S' Notion * 


N atural Li berty : 

To Three ere wrote to him 
by a Gentleman at the Univerſity 
of Cambridge, on the Side of 
* ECESSITY. a 

Together 


With ſome REMARKS on Mr. Locke's 
e of POWER. EPs 
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| 1 « Should. not have: — 
I. . 


VIBE this. Defence, if J had not 


learnt from Experi 


notwithſtanding the moſt clear, and 


demonſtrative Proof, which the late 
Dr. Carle, and the preſent Author 
of the London Journal, have given 
of Natural Liberty, Men are ſo far 


from being -convinc'd. that we are 


Free Beings, that they ſeem fully aſ- 


ſur' d, we are abſolutely W e v. 


But the World poſſibly will ſay, if 


two Men, of ſo much Senſe De 
Learning, have not been ſo ſucceſs- 


ful, as to ſatisfy the Doubts and 


Scruples of Mankind in general, con- 
. this Queſtion ; ; It will be in 


B vain 


ience, that ; 
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give L Farnell of 
his = 757 nach an Und 3 
This I acknowledge to be a juſt Ob- 
ſervation, and grounded upon fo. 
great àa Degree Of Probability} thats 
*twould have deterred me UM the 
Attempt, if Thad not recollected an 
excellent Thought of a merty Pttnce,; 15 
upon an occaſion of this kind. 
King Charles II. was apply d to, — 
the Biſhops of that Age, to diſcoun- 
tenance the Diſſenters, and prevent 
em from publick Preaching: The 
King was too wiſe to comply witk 
their Requeſt ; and gave them an in- 
ſtance, ofa an honeſt, ignorant, oun- 
try Parſon, who had by gentle Treat- 


ment, brought all the Diſſenters of 
his Pariſh over to the Church, and 
recommended the like Behaviour to 
the Biſhops. But his Majeſty was 
ask d, How fo ignorant a Man could 
compaſs that End, which Men of 


ſupe- 


in? Phe King 


put by way of Appendix, for - 


ENTROD UCTIOMN. ii 
Senſe were very unſucceſsſul 
only obſerv d, That 
his Nonſenſe | fuited — I have 
too great a Regard to my Adverſa- 
ries and myſelf, to apply this directly, 

tho J acknowledge tis a great ups 


port to me in this Undertaking. 
The Letters I am to anſwer, are 


Reader's Salbfactiol The ſhort Ac- 
count of them is, They were wrote 
by a Gentleman, at the Univerſity of 
Cambridpe, to Dr. Clarke, who an- 
ſwer d em to Demonſtration, and 
the Gentleman was ſo ſenſible of it, 
that he gave up the Enquiry ; and 
return'd the Doctor his Compliments, 
for giving him ſo mueh Satisfaction, 
in 0 diftcul a Queſtion. . But not- 
withſtanging this, they are thought, 
by the modern Neceffitarians, to be 
not only unanſwer'd, but an abſo- 
lute Proof of Neceſſity. The Deſign 
of the enſuing Treatiſe therefore is, 
to remove theſe Objections; and to 
B. 2 | ſhew, 


Gentleman does not appear 


I did not think it was his Duty, as 
a Man. of. Senſe and 


ſhew, they are ſo far from being ei- 
ther judicious, artful Letrerr, or a 
Proof of abſolute Neceſſity,” "that. the 
to have 
at all conſider d the Subject, or with 
fo little Attention, that the Letters 
are hardly intelligible ; and Iſhould 
be — d that the Doctor conde- 
ſcended to write him an Anfwer, if 


to 
embrace every Opportunity to eſtas 
bliſh a Doctrine, fo abſolutely neceſ- 

fary to the Support of Tous e 
_ Vi ae. 


* 1 (. "= A 
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ron Ip 
gdacder the Gentleman's 
ments, 1 intend to define, 'il- 
laſtrate and explain wy own < 
S Notion of Natural 
Auch a y it, as'I go along. 
N — Liberty is ppl it in the Man, 
reſulting from his Frame and Compoſition, 
to wil, or 8 _— Fg not to 75 ; 
with, or without i gment of the 
' Underſtanding, or any Motive, Like, & "nf 
Inclination, whatſoever. _ | 
This Deſnition, however con to 
what my Adverſaries pretend to feel, if you 
* to their ä is abſolutely true 


of 


to con- „ 


4 


= 


1 ns 
* 2 _ 
— * = 
2 


cut rit hen Valition ar Motive, if an Effeci 


ep 
”, 


5 - A DEFENGE of. 
of Human Nature; and every 1 


FF 


exercis d, in avaſt mumher 
that he is continually doing Actions, of one 


kind or other, for which he has no Reaſon 
or Motive, but only uſe he wills them, 
But I belieye_I ſhall be able to put it — T 
my Adverſarys power to deny the T 

| ofthis; and how clear myſt that Truch 
pe! 

I ſhall readily allow, that he who does 
an Action, ou becauſe he wills it, *. 


not in that Action: ſhe . 


but that is of- n 
Queſtion ; I am not to prove we are wiſe 


but free. There are indeed ſome preten- 
ded. Philoſophers who have been weak 
enough to aſſent, that t a Man can 
aft, merely and. ſally, ; it. canſequence f 
Folition, #8 , EH, thithout a Cauſt ; 
but if ſuch am Action is an E fact without 
4 Cauſe, with how much mere Reaſon ought 


they to ahem, that an Action done, 21 b. 


without a Cauſe i And that every Individual 
18 almoſt conſtantly de ſuch. Actions, all 
our Expericnge. proves the Truth of; and 
of which I ſhall give ſeveral Inſtances, which 
tho. very common, and within every Man's 
8 . be of oP n e 
| oi 


Nr Un A1 LIS EH Nr. 7 


-He bo luke his Cane, as he walks a- 
every Stone, lich falls? 


ay way, or plays with. his Fingers on 
the Juble, lrvery often inſenſible of theſe 
Actions, and of ſeveral others of the like 


nature; and frequently corrects himſelf when 
he diſdovers them; Which i is a Proof, that 


we have a Power” to att, without either 
Motives or evtn Volition. Theſe Actions, I 
agree, are neceflary;; becauſe not in the Man's 


'em : but they are not, properly ſpeaking, 
mechanical; for we have a diſtinct Idea of 


mechanical Motion, from that of animal; 
nth e the former per 
aliud, and is the: of phyſical —— 
and Contact. But animal Motion is another 
Species of Motion;” as it is the Reſult of cer- 
tam Powers, in the very Frame and Com- 
poſition of the Creature itſelf, which con- 


ſtitutes the ſelfmotiue, or natural Power 


acting. And tho ſome of the Actions, done 
in conſequence of this Power, are neceſſary, 


yet from hence may, at leaſt, be collected, 


how unneceſſary Moti ves, Defires, or the laſt 
Judgment of the Underſtanding, are to the 
Attions of a Man, in whom there is anaturdl 
Hontaneity, or Power of Self-Determinati- 
on, independent of either of theſe. And if we 
have Power to at? without Volition, where is 
the Abſurdity to ſuppoſe, we can att, bg 


power to avoid, while he does not think of | 


1 


— 
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- _ "and that it is not in my 


4 * 1 
>. * 
1 \ . 


a 


and file; i#n:conſeqitence of Falitian: The 
former Power unayaidably!invblves and ime! 
plics the latter; and will agy one be ſo bb 
ſtinate, to deny the one and grant the other; 
or ſay, wer the latter is an Effect Y 
. Cauſe, any more than the ſormiet 7 Hs no 
more an ry without 2 Cauſe, far 4 Man 


to do an Action, only becauſe he wills itz. 


than it would be, 8 da e in — 
ſequence of a Motive, or laſt Judgment; the 
one, is only: n eee and 
other, without a Motive; © i; 41 5:7 
Having explain d my ea Na. 


tara Lilerty, I ſhall proceed to-confider; 


the Gentleman 8 9 ö A fut 22 


ang II every a 
neceſſary, that when 1 do will, I muſt w. 
to will and 

not to will at the ſame time, I ſhall-not 

deny this, for in that ſenſe Volition certainly, 
is neceſſary. - But if he means, that whats; 
over a Man wills, was neceſſary antecedent 
to his Volition, and that 'twas not in his 
power to have avoided willing; this will not 
be granted, upon fo ſlight an eyidence, as 
the ä s not being able to ſee, that 
every Volition is not neceſſary ; ſince the 
whole Controverſy lies at ſtake here: Fot 
if we are not free to will, it is impoſſible 


we ſhould to act. He goes on, and lays, 
I 'tis 


3 * 
* * _ 
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| Salas if That the Will is no other 
hut che laſt Fudg nm of F the Under- 
« ending.” Of this, dis abſolutely in- 
pofſible to have any Ideas: Did any Man of 
common. Senſe ever allow, that he Will 
was ug ot ber but tlie laſt judgment of the 
Underſtanding? He might as well have ſaid, 
that Hearing was no other but Smelling, 
which is ſull as good Senſe. Yolition is Re- 
ſolving or Determining 4 t do, or not to do, 
ſome Action, in which our natural Liberty is 
concern d, and in which, we are abſolute 
ative. The laſt Fudgment of the Under. 
ſtanding; is the laſt Opinion or Judgment, 
which is formed in the Mind, concerning any 
Propoſition, in which we are abſolutely pa 
foe; and thereſore to ſay, that 7 ment and 
Volition are one and the ſame Affection of the 
Mind, is not only abſurd and contradictory, 
but intirely confounding the uſe of Words. 
Volitiam may. poſſibly be, and very often is, 
conſequent. upon the laft [44 han of the 
Underſtanding ; that is, a Man may ſee the 
Reaſon of an Action, and will it, becauſe 
tis reaſonable; but is under 10 Neceſſ ey. 
from his laſt. Judgment, to will or deter- 
2 att : For I have already ſhewa, 
and ſhall do it more particularly here- 
after, that the Man is not oblig d, or un- 
der any phyſical Neceſſit 47. to follow or 
att in conſequence of the laſt no ec 
f the — But to attempt a 


Proof 


4 | 


* 


1˙⁰ — ADEFEN CET 
Proof of this, and that the laſt Judgment, 
and the Action, are connected phyſically, 
the Gentleman reaſons in the following man- 
ner. He ſuppoſes it will be granted, That 
« the laſt Fudement of the Underſtanding, 
« afſentmg to, or diſſenting from, any ſpe- 
* culative Propoſition, is neceſſary.” His 
Enquiry then is, Why the laſt Fudgment 
« of the Underſtanding, aſſenting to, or 
« diſſenting from, any practical Propoſition, 
« (by which the Man is determined to act) 
« ſbould not be equally neceſſary ; and alſo 
« whether ſuch a Neceſſity be not, in ali 
« ite Conſequences and Effetts,” tho not in 
& its Foundation, the very ſame which the 
« Fataliſts maintain.” To ſtrengthen and 
corroborate this, the Gentleman ſays, 7 
give an Inſtance; A Man judges it bet- 
« ter to conſult his preſent Eaſe, than to 
« wait for the greateſt Happineſs in Re- 
« verſion ; does he not then act by the ſame 
« Neceſſity, by which another Man judges 
« the contrary more eligible; or to ſpeak 
« more property by the ſame Nereſſity, by 
« which a Mathematician judges, that a 
« Triangle is one half of a Square, on the 
« {ame Baſe, and between the ſame Pa- 

« rallels ?” — * 

To all this I obſerve, 1/½, I have already 
allow'd, that the laſt Judgment of the Un- 
derſtanding is neceſſary, becauſe paſſive and 
involuntary : But it is hardly poſſible to * | 


NATURAL LIBERTY 1 
his meaning, when he ff of the laſt 
2 of the Underſtanding s aſſenting 
or diſſenting to any practical Propoſition, 
| by -which the Man is determin d to act.] 
Which is not only a monſtrous Impropriety, 
but an abſolute Abſurdity and Impoſſibi- 
lity in Nature: for the Gentleman ſuppoſes 
here, that Af/ent or Diſſent can act upon, 
and determine the Man to Action; where- 
as aſſenting to, or diſſenting from any 
Propoſition in the world, can no more 
determine the Man to act, than it could 
determine St. Paul's Church to move; 
ſince neither Aſſent nor Diſſent exiſt in the 
Nature of Things, but are only Affections 
of the Mind. That which does ex:/# only, 
can determine: a Man may as well ſay, 
and as conſiſtent with Reaſon, that Liking 
or Diſlaking another, can be the Cauſe of 
knocking him down, Beſides, Aſ/ent or Diſ 
ſent, Liking or Diſliking, have no more 
relation to Milling, Reſolving, or Acting, 
than they have to Rotundity or Globoſity. 
They are all diſtinct independent Powers of 
the Man, and have no other relation to each 
other, than as it is convenient or inconve- 
nient, juſt or unjuſt, for him to act or not 
to act, in Conjunttion with theſe ſeveral and 
diſtin powers; which add no phyſical or 
Un- moral Neceſſity to the Man, who has a 
and natural, ſelf-motive Power, to act either 
no with or without them. The want of which 
hi | C 2 Diſtinction 
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12 A DbEFENCE . 
Ditto con ens to have Been, Wir 'reaſois 


Mens Minds concerning this R. Þ. 


too candid, to think me over- fond of re- 


Natural Liberty. If he had ſaid, In Con- 


— 
” , — — L — — — 4 


chat have 


of 19 many Doubts, perplerd 


which under this view, * not 4 
abftruſe and difficult, as tis generally hes 
gin 'd. And theieſtwe the Reader will be 


peating and inforcing this' Diftinttion ; fines 
it muſt be always kept in remembranee, 
and apply d to almoſt every Objection againſt 


fequence of which Aﬀent or Diſſent, #ho 
Man determined to att; it had been Senſèe, 
and yet nothing to his purpoſe, nor in the 
leaſt have prov'd, that he could not have 
avoided determining; unleſs the phyſical 
Connection between ſceing the rea YE an 
Action and doing it, was mood 
he does ask, in 5 laſt 1. What mo 
be the Conſequence of disjoining the laſt 
Judgment or Perception of the Underſtanding, 
and the firſt Exertion of the ſelmotive 
Power? by which he means the Action, 
Would it not follow, he ſays, (That un- 
« intelligent Subſtance may be capable of 
i Self-motion, and mere Matter 4 as fret 
“ as infinite Wi ;/dom itſelf?” And goes on 
in a piteous tone, and fays, © Nay, if in 
% any Inſtance, Action or Self if mot ion does 
nat + fallow the laſt Perception or Fudg- 
« ment of the U. ebend , the Agent 
in that inſtance, muſt be over-ruled by 
00 
4 


tht Cnſecfue need were true, what then? 
does ie therefore follow, chat Mam is not 4 
ſier Being? Suppok it ſhould be affrm'd, 
That mere Matter as truly and properly 
exifty, as Deity 3 or, that Thought, (tho* in 
+ bes Degree) is as certainly an Attribute of 


Man as of God; would any thing be involv'd 


in fuck an Affirmation, derogatory to the 
Honour of God or true Religion? 
But F will examine a little into the Pro- 
priety and Juftneſs of theſe fu Con- 
ſequences; I believe, twill be no great dif- 
keulty to ſhe w, they are very unjuſtly in- 
ferred : . For how will it follow, that mere 


Matter may be as free as infinite Wiſdom 


of the 


«Rf, if we disjoin the laſt Pe 


Underftanding from Action or Self- motion? 


Is mere Matter endu'd with Volition or 
Conferouſneſs 2 If this were true, the Au- 
thor s Conſequence might be ſo; but it hap- 
pens to be otherwiſe ; at leaſt none in this 
Age, befides Madmen and thoſe who (by 
too ſevere an application) have loſt the ute 
of their Underſtandings, are hardy enough 
to aſſert, that a Bottle or a Candleſtick is 
conſcious, or can will or reſolve. Whereas 
the Man who does actually disjoin the laſt 
Perception of the Underſtanding, and the 
Action, retains a phyſical Power of acting, 
only in Conſequence of Volition ; which is 
0 8 independent Power of the 3 

from 


Werd LIS ER TY, 15 
4 blind Imma If all theſe wonder- 
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dom. So that one of the Gentleman's Con- 
ſequences appears to have no manner of 


— — — 2 
2 


n 9 
. — 6 of 


from. judging or underſtanding; and ib an 


Attribute that mere Matter is not poſſeſsd 
of; and conſequently it would not follow, 


that if a Man can act without making any 
uſe of the laſt Judgment of the Underſtand- 


ing, or ſeparate it from Action, that there - 
ſore mere Matter might be as free as infinite 
Wiſdom itſelf; ſince Volition, or the Power 
of willing or reſolving, is eſſential to-Free- 


Foundation, without obſerving, that the 
Freedom of infinite Wiſdom is not a more 


accurate way of talking, nor much better 


Senſe, than the Thickneſs of Deſire or 
Longitude of Hope. And as to the Agent's 
being over-ruled by blind ' Impulſe, if he 
disjoins the laſt Judgment and Action, tis 
excecdingly weak; the Man is neither over. 


ruled nor umder- ruled, but is fo fram'd and 


conſtituted, that he has a natural or phyſical 
Power of acting, merely and ſolely in Con 
ſequence of Volition, without being impelled 
by blind or ſeeing Impulſe. This, we lee, 
is the Fate of two of the Gentleman's Con- 
ſequences, from.the- ſuppoſed Abſurdity of 
the Adtion's being disjoined from the laſt Per- 
ception of the Underſtanding. The 34 is, 
That © wnintelligent Subſtance might be 
capable f Self motion. Which tho it by 
no means follows, yet as it may poſſibly be 
true, in nature; nor ſeems to carry any Ab- 


Ee ſurdity | 


himſel 
Neceſſ 
concer 


prefers his preſent Eaſe to the 


— * 7 
0 * 
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fardity with it; I ſhall not diſpute this with. - 
the Gentleman. But to return to his Caſe : I 
have already ſhewn, that his Error lies in 
ſuppoſing the laſt judgment to determine 
the Man to act; or (becauſe I would not 
take an Advantage of the Impropriety of 
his Terms) in ſuppoſing, that the Action 
muſt be the neceſſary Conſequence of the 
laſt Judgment. FOES 22+ 

1/4, 1 will allow, that the Man who 
greateſt 
Happineſs, in Reverſion, may act by the 
ſame neceſſity which another does, who 
thinks the contrary more eligible, and yet 
neither of them act by Neceflity ; the one 
may be as neceflary as the other, and 
both free: But I agree the Author corrects 
this, and ſays, © By the ſame Neceſſity 
« which a Mathematician judges that a 
« Triangle is one half of a Square, on the 
« ſame Baſe and betwegn the ſame Pa- 
« rallels.” Tho 'twou'd puzzle one to 
know what he means by acting in this in- 
ſtance ;- for what has it to do with a Man's 
preferring his preſent Eaſe to the greateſt 
Happineſs in Reverſion; or, vice verſa? "Tis 
a. ſpeculative Propoſition, and is confin d 
only to the Neceſſity of a Man's ſuppoſed 
Judgment, or Preference of a preſent Hap- 
pineſs or a future Good: And ſo the Author 
himſelf ſtates it, when he alludes to the 
Neceſſity of a Mathematician's Judgment, 
concerning a ſpeculatiye Propoſition. Acting 

| 18 
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8 entirely out cf this Queſtion,” fur a May 
prefer either, aud et do mo n 


may 
and in this I have the Er 


ut 


agree with Mr. Locke. 
And 24þ, 1 obſerve, chat 
Action was the Conſequence of the Pies 
ference of either, does it thence Fella, 
that the Man could not have avoided acting? 
All that can poſſibly be inferd in fach 
a cafe, is, that che Man did that which 
appear d moſt teaſonable; and determin d 
act according to the laſt Judgment of ab 
Vnderſtanding, but was under no Neceflity 
to determimne in this, or that particular 
"manner ; for notwithſtanding his Judgrnent, 
Ho ſtill retain'd the fame — or natum 
Power, to act or not to ałt·; and could ds 
eaſily have avoided determming or reſu 
ving, alter he had formed his laſt Judgment, 
as before. 

All that can be ſaid, conſiſtent with: Tuth, 
concerning human Nature, conſider d under 
this View, is, That we generally, and almaſt 
always do act, in Conſequence. of : thelalt 
Judgment of the Underſtanding; but it does 

not from thence follow, either that we cub- 
not act at all, but in Conſequence of the laſt 
Judgment of the Underſtanding ; or that 
thoſe Actions which do enſue the laſt Judg 
ment, are therefore neceſſary: On the con. 
trary, it appears moſt evidently, from what 
J have already, and ſhall hereafter ſay on 


the Subject, that the /a/# Judgment 7 
e 


Sw 


relate 


of Voli 
ment o 
man h: 
the Un 
adding 
no kind 


F 


a - , 
* Wy * - 


— 


the Actius, have no connection or relation. 
to.cach other. 
What is yet to be taken notice of i in the 


Imperfection of Men, which is compleatly 


relate to the Queſtion, I ſhall be ſilent about 
it; fince the reconciling what is of ſo myſte- 
fun a nature, is rather the Buſineſs of Theo- 


they are better quali yd to defend theſe 
Truths than I can pretend to be, under the 
Diſad vantages of an Education, ſuited only 
to the * of vi/eble things. | 


* neceſſary in every inſtance of Holition.“ 

Before it was, that every © LYolition was 
« no other, but the laſt Fudgment of the 
« Underſtanding ;” and I ſuppoſe he means 
the ſame by the one as the other: Tho it's 
hardly poſſible to know, what | an Inſtance 
of Volition] has to do with the laſt Judg- 
ment of the Underſtanding. If the Gentle- 


man had ſaid, that the laſt Judgment of 


the Underſtanding was neceſſary, without 


adding the reſt, it had been Senſe, yet of 
no kind of ſervice to him; however he goes | 


D on, 
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firſt Letter, is concerning Deity, and the 
anſwer d by Dr. Clare: and as it does not 


logers and Divines, whoſe Enquiries are prin- 
cipally turn d that way; and conſequently 


The Gentleman begins his ſecond Letter 
with the ſame confuſed Notion, a little 
varied in words, which he began his firſt 
with: He ſays now, © That the laſt Fudg- 
© ment of the "Underſtanding is granted 
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18 AD EF EN CE of 
on, and with the ad vantage of an imaginary 
Conceſſion, proceeds mx « Every Action an 
« therefore, or Self-motion, be its Cauſe 
« or Principle what it will, is, I think, © *2* 
« alſo neceſſary.” The Premiſes and Con- 1 
cluſion of this Argument, are the moſt ſin- © 9 
gular that I ever yet ſaw ; and becauſe they iſ * 17 
delerye more Admiration than the Gentle: 
man ſeems to have imagin'd they would ever 
meet with; I will, for the Satisfaction of his 
Admirers, ſtate the Argument in a' twofold detert 
Senſe, in the ſame Change of Words which OOntr 
he 1 in two different places „ a 2 
« The laſt Fudg- of the Unaerſtand- 
« ing is A. nece 4 in every Inſtance ¶ from 
00 22 __ Volition * 2 5 but = þ 
« the udgment of the Underſtanding: 1 
« Every Zebon therefore, or Self-motion, 
« be its Cauſe or Principle what it will, 
« zs, I think, alſo neceſſary.” It muſt not 
be expected that I ſhould ſhew what Ideas 
he had of all this ; tis ſufficient, that I have 
put it in the ſtrongeſt, poſſible Light. But 
to make out the Connection of theſe Pre- 
miſes and Conſequence, he argues thus: 
« For it (meaning the Action) either neceſ 
« farily follows a Man's {aft [ndgment or 
« Volition, or it does not: If it does, it 
« zs then ſtrictiy and properly neceſſary : 
« If it be ſaid it does not neceſſarily fol 
« low, is not that a Contradittion in the 
« very Terms? Is it not to ſuppoſe the 

fun 


t 
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« {ame Creature ſelf-moving and not ſelf- 
5 . at Eee an crime? So that 5 
« the Idea of Freedom be the Idea of ſelf 
« motiue Power, it is ſo far from being 
6 oppoſed to Neceſſity, that it may be, and 
« [ think is, itſelf neceſſary.” 

I wiſh it was poſſible to know, what this 
Gentleman means, by the words | /aſt Fudg- 
ment and VYolition ; | ſince upon a ſtrict and 
determinate uſe of theſe Terms, depends this 
Controverſy: and tho he ſeems to uſe them 
for one and the fame meaning, yet Judg- 
ment is as different from Volition, as a Round 
from a Square; the former being Paſſive, 
and the latter Ave: However I muſt 
proceed, - without the Aſſiſtance of knowing 
directly what he means, and detect ſo many 
of his Errors and Miſtakes, as are flagrant. 
The 1/# Conſequence I will allow; That if 
the Action neceſſarily follows the laſt Judg- 
ment, not [Volition] (for that has no relation 
to this caſe; he might as well have ſaid, 
laſt Judgment or Honeſty, as laſt Fudg- 
ment or Volition, which ſhall be more fully 
ſhewn hereaſter) it is then ſtrictly and pro- 
perly neceflary : but what he means by the 
Conſequence he draws, If the Action does 
not neceſſarily follow the laſt Judgment of 
the Underſtanding, I defy all Mankind to 
underſtand. I need not ſay what Contra- 
dictio in Terminis means, every Man knows, 
that tis affirming and denying the lame 

2 1 
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thing, in ſo many words: But how it ap- 
pears from any part of this Dilemma, that 
if the Action does not neceſſarily follow the 


laſt Judgment of the Underſtanding, tis 4 
Contradiction in Terms; or that, tis to ſup- 


poſe the very ſame Creature ſelf- moving, 
and not ſelf- moving, at the ſame time, is 
abſolutely beyond all my Abilities to dif- 
cer ; for they ſeem to be Conſequences, 
which by no Poſſibility of Conſtruction can 
be underſtood to follow from thence. But 
to paſs over what is unintelligible, I will 
candidly examine what this Dilemma will 
prove, when the Conſequences are truly 
infer d. It is certain, if the Action neceſſa- 


rily follows the laſt Judgment of the Un- 


derſtanding, it would be ſtrictly and pro- 
perly neceſſary: And that ſuch a Neceſſity, 
as the Gentleman ſays, would in its Con- 
ſequences, tho not in its Foundation, be the 
ſame which the Fataliſts maintain. If the 
Action does not neceſſarily follow the laſt 
Judgment of the Underſtanding, why then 
it will follow, That Man is exactly that 
Being, with regard to natural Liberty, as 
agrees with my Definition; that he has 
a Power, to will, or not to will; act, or 
not to act; with, or without the laſt 
Judgment of the Underſtanding. And con- 
ſequently, the laſt Judgment of the Under- 
ſtanding is not neceſſary to Action, in any 


other ſenſe, than as it tends to make us 


more 


— 
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more happy, which is no neceſſity at all, 


nor has any relation to Phyſics. 


This is the plain and obvious Conſequence 


of the ſecond Branch of the Dilemma, which 
the Gentleman ſhould have drawn; and, if 
he had kept to any Method in Reaſoning, he 


ſhould afterwards have ſhewn wherein the 


abſurdity of ſuch a Conſequence lay. In- 
ſtead of that, he writes what is abſolutely 
unintelligible, or elſe ,no more relates to the 
Argument, than if he had ſaid, Paul's 
Steeple is ſo high. 5 

What remains to be obſerved, is that 


which immediately follows the Dilemma, 


concerning the Idea of Freedom; and 
tho' I think it is introduced in a part of his 
Letter to which it has no kind of relation, 
eſpecially by way of Conſequence, and 
therefore not to be conſider d as any part of 


the Argument; yet, as the Gentleman ſeems. 
to pride himſelf in proving Men neceſſary 
Beings by the ſame Argument and Sett of 


Words, which the Doctor makes uſe of to 


prove Men are free Beings; I will endea- 


vour to ſhew where he is miſtaken. *The 
Idea of Freedom includes ſelf- motive Power; 
but that is not the Eſſence of Freedom; 
becauſe we very often act neceſſarily in con- 
ſequence of that Power: And the ſeveral 
Inſtances which I have already given of our 
acting, without either Motives, or even Vo- 
lition, in which we are neceſſary —_ 
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diſpute, are a Demonſtration, that the ſelf- 
motive Power only is not the Idea of Free- 
dom; and tho' we can't conceiye a. Free- 
Being without ſuch a Power, yet that alone 
cannot conſtitute Freedom; but that join d 
with the Power to have avoided any Action, 
conſtitutes abſolute Freedom : and that Man 
s ſuch a Being, is almoſt beyond Contro- 

verſy, at leaſt Be aught appears from what 
this Gentleman, or even the great Mr. Locke, 
has ſaid to the contrary ; who, perhaps, 
has betray'd a more incompetent Judg- 
ment, in this Controverſy, than is to be ima- 
gined of a Man of ſo much Senſe and 
Learning. 

What the Gentleman further obſerves a- 
bont the Divine Being, I don't think myſelf 
concerned to anſwer, for the Reaſons I have 
already given; and what follows concerning 
the abſurdity of the Creature's being ac- 
countable for his Actions, if they are ne- 
ceſſary, may poſlibly be true; but is of no 
conſequence to this Argument, which is 
ſtrictly a Philoſophical one, and of which 
we can have no knowledge but from what 
we ſee and know of Human Nature. 

I have very little more to ſay by way 
of anſwer to his Letters, having already 
gone thro' the ſubſtance of them all: But! 
will firſt make a general Obſervation ot 
two concerning them, before I endeayourto 


ſhew what I have partly hinted at; * 
0 


3 
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tho we r of determining to 
act, mere in conſe e 6 
Violation, 7 ſome Motive 1 = wo 4 
not in the leaſt prove our Actions neceſſary. 
Ne But this undertaking I am the leſs fond. of, 
d becauſe it is ſo admirably well done in the 
Ny London Journal of the 25th of October 
an laſt: In which the Author has ſhewn to 
[O- demonſtration, that Motives, ſuppoſing we 
hat could not act without them, (which yet is 
| not true) are no other than the Mediums 
by which we act, and not the Cauſes of 
Action, nor in any fort anfluence the Man, 
That which renders this -Gentleman's Let- 
ters fo unintelligible, is the conſtant miſo 
application of Words, which runs through 
them all ; for in Controverſies of this kind, 
an invariable and diſtinct uſe of the ſame 
Words is ſo abſolutely neceſſary, that with- 
out it, tis beyond all poſſibility to know 
what a Man means, much leſs that he ſhould 
prove the Truth or Falſhood of either fide 
of the Queſtion, to the ſatisfaction of any 
Perſon in the World. LE: 

But what is ſtill worſe, he was ſo far 
from being clear and intelligible in the uſe 
| of his Terms, that he does. not ſeem eyen 

Watco have underſtood the meaning of the moſt 
ready W common E ngliſh Words; or elſe it would 
But 1 have been impoſſible for him to begin his 
N or firſt Letter with ſuch an egregious Impro- 
ourto priety, I had almoſt ſaid piece of Nonſenſe, 
chat 1 [ That 
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{That Volition- is no other" but the la 
Jadgment of the - Underſtanding. ] 
ſays,” is allowd. The Gentleman ſhould 
Have told us by whom; becauſe tis the 
moſt uncommon Conceſſion that I ever yet 
met with, and perhaps the moſt unintel- 
'  Hgible ;; which to me is an evidence that 
ie Could not be allow'd by any body 
except this Gentleman, (whoſe Abilities and 
Penetration only, ſeem to be equal to ſo ſin- 
gular a Thought;) ſince no Man beſides him- 
If can mbly know what he means, or 
even underſtand the Terms, as they are ap- 
ply'd. Whoever reflects on what paſſes'in 
His own Mind, will be eaſily convinced, 
that no two Affections are more different 
and diſtin from each other, than Volition 
and the laſt Judgment of the Underſtand- 
ing. I will now ſhew of what importance 
Auſt and diſtin uſe of theſe Terms is to 
the right underſtanding of this Controverſy, 
There is no doubt, if an Action neceſſarily 
follows the laſt Judgment of the Under- 
ſanding, it is then ſtrictly and properly 
neceſſary; but the difference between an 
Action's being the conſequence of the laſt 
Judgment, and being the conſequence of 
Volition, is ſo great, that with regard to 
the former, we are abſolutely neceſſary; 
and with regard to the latter, OY 
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Nrn. Air. „ 
The Resten why an Action is faid ts 


be wal enen itis the Oonſequerice"of- 
the falt fox pore of the U WY 


not 5 becauſe it neceſſarily follow” 
the aft udgment, but becauſe the lat Tides 

ment was paſſive, and therefore — mx 
which is the only Reaſofl why tlie 40 


ttiat ſucoceds is rledeſſary: for if the Man 


. and bd have avoided - 
forming At a laſt Judgment; then he could” 
have avoded the Action, which is ſuppoſed ' 
to be in'conſtgience of the laſt Judgment; 
and conifegticiitty u upon that Tuppolition che 
Man would be free: &''that'the* neceſſity 
of the Aciofi can only be inſerrd from the 
neceflity, Ack a paſſivity of the laſt W. 
ment. 193919 7556 c 28 » 
* Bid Pei, ring er Rhein, ies 
not depemi on pa ee that 18 
3 1 — an achve 
7 e, or Power o rern ron; 
e regard to which We are abſdlutel) 
free and at liberty: fo that an Actiom thay” 
be che necefſary * conſequetice” of Völitiit, 
and yet not be neceſſary, nor in the leaſt 
interfere with, or deſtroy Hitman Liberty 
which cohſilts in being Fee” to wull, and 
having 4 power to do W of Sons 
If a Man 
particular pony in His 50 05 15 
ſtantly, or in futuro, c | 
Reſolutiofs, he muſt neceſſarily act or < 
E a 


"I 


ach in conſequecce l 


mont of the Underſtanding is halli ve; for a 


 ayoid ſeeing if he opens his Eyes; But how, 
Keſoluing! ſince that does not depend 


Laibe, Underſtanding. eee 
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apſolutely in his power nat only to have 
avoided ſorming ſuch Reſolution; but to 
continue or not to gontinue that Ræſalution, 
and was under no reſtraiut, but at liberty t 
do either: which is the difference that I have 
already obſerved between an, Action that, 
neceſſarily follows the laſt Judgment, and an; 
Action that neceſſarily follows, Volition z; the 
ONE, is in our own power, but the other is 
not. VHolition is, active; the la ade 


can no more avoid allenting-to. What 
appears to him true, and diſſenting from, 
what appears to him ſalſe, than he can, 


does it appear that he cannot avoid Milling ot 
on a 
palſive Perception, but an actixe Principle in, 
the Man, independent oſ the laſt Judgment 


Ems to have forgot that this, Vg an, 
of his Undertaking at leaſt ſo incanſide 
a.one, that he.thinks it ſufficient to prove the 
Izft. Judgment. neceſſary, and infer, the Nen 
cellity of Volition from the 0 75 of. — 
Judgment ; tho'.while I fay this, Lam 
ing him a very. great. Compliment, for . 


« 
ſeems not to, haxe diſtinguiſn d between 
Volition and udgment. HE 
What nere to be ſaid on the Subjecl, 
beſo:o I come to conſider Mr. Loctes No- 
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tion of Liberty, 
which I fall be very ſhort: Either a Man 
could have voided acting in uence of 
that Motive Which preceded the Action, or 


infer'd from Wence to | 
fince the power of avoiding the Action is a 

ä roof thiax He was Free > If he could not 
ave Abofued it, the Action was then ab- 
ſolutely neceſſary. Thie Enquiry then is, 
for I Will. put it as fair and ftrong as poſſible, 
whether” the Man, under the circumſtances 
of any particular Morives or Deſires,” and 
in conſequence of which he acted,” could; 
notwithſtanding thoſe Motives and elites, 
have avoided acting. The force of our 
— Argument to prove he could 
„amounts to this: Say they, The ſtron- 
— Motive carried it; that which appeared 
beſt and to moſt advantage, or rather that 
which upon the whole appeared moſt agree- 
able and pleafant, was the Motive for doing 
the Action, and in which Cireumſtance the 
Man was urider an abſolute Phyſical Neceſſity 
ſo to act, and by no poſſibility could have 
avoided it. This is the fall ſtrength of the 
Argument drawn from Motives. If they . 
have any better, I ſhould” be glad to hear 
it, and promiſe an impartial, fair Anſwer, 
whenever they think fit to propoſe it. | 
If theſe Motives, Reaſons, or Defires, 
for doing any particular Action, and in 
E 2 con- 


is coneeming Motives; in 


he codld not. If he could, nothing can be 
prove his Neceſſi Wy, | 
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- th of which, the Aktion iu ſuppoſed 


to haye. neceflarily enſued, did mot; ac, 
or determine the Man o ad, but (were 
barely Appearances or Repreſentations: of 
the Pleaſure or Pain, Happineſs on Miſery, 
which would attend ſuch, an Action wind 
| quit, vd any impelling Favs: E 
Howe to the Man: 

iapng cl Main Dees the nre 
Self: mative, or phyſical Power. af 41 
ſtill remain'd, exactly. the ſame, and t 
abſolutely, and in the fulleſt Sale e che 
word, at liberty. to reject thoſe Matives, 
which were the moſt, pſeaſaut.and agreeably; 
and act in conſequence of. thoſe, whugh were 
leſs pleaſant and agreeable. b9[3iowr gy 

lo attempt in a grave and ſerious manner, 

4 Proof, that Motives or Peſires cannot act 


knows, that a property Seele PA 
it does not ex; and e all be 
filent about it, and ** it for. granted. 
It is ſo evident, that the laſt qudgm. 
of the Underſtanding has no Fran to 
Action, that the common - Experience, 
Mankind proves the Truth of it 3 to;w 
I appeal: Since I am fatisfy.d,; that every 
Man (not engaged on the fide of Neg) 
will acknowledge he ſeels a Wes of a 
3 a 
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2 — ayer; 
and — Gdedi which is A — 
Proof, that theie is no Connection between | 
and Aftiom; and':confequencly; 
norte: :between:Motives or Deſires, and Adi> 
on: for a Power to act againſt what appears 
beſt,\ intirely deſtrwys: prong uy _ 
tween the one and the other: 

The Patromioſ Neteſſity, to a Mangj 
this: and pietend, they never experi 
ſuch a Power;- and therefore 1 chooſe to 
appeal to the common . ejudicd Senſe 
of Mankind; for F'know; What Lengths 
Men àre capable of; who are once heartily 
engaged on either fide of a Queſtion: Their 
yery feeling becomes not only diſſerert from 
all other Makes in the World} but from what 
they. themſelves have experience d before; 
and this, not ſo much from a-defire merely 
to contradict and oppoſe, but an pbſtinate 
adherence to what they have once embraced 
2s Trutb. Ts too great a Difhonour''to'a 
Man's Und „either to be thought 
in the wrong or fubmit. Andrh6' tis mighty 
eafy to lay; r to embrace Truth 
under all and to exchange 
Sentiments with any Man, whoſe Reaſons 
are more cogent, and carry greater Evidence 
of Truth than our own; yet tis very dif- 
ficult to reduce this to practice. 


The 
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The /Truchi-id is only this! Men 
of the! fal 
udgment; or, to ſpeak in my Ad vetſaryi 
Terms, they generally do whatappeads thof 
to them. at that inſtant; betauſt 
they are ſo framed, that theis — 
in following: a Guide, rather than ating 
without one; which yet, they have a mas 
tural or phyſical Power ta do, notwithſtand: 
ing any Motives or Reaſons to the « 
But in this lies our Adverſaries fandamierity 
Error; They conclude, that becauſe mot 
of our Actions are in Conſequence! of ſont 
Motive, that therefore all are, and that ti 
not only impoſſible we can act without Mio 
tives, but that the Action muſt be the ne. 


cCeſſary: Conſequence of the Motive: Where 
as ſtrictly and philoſophically ſpeaking, nei 
Inclinations, 


ther Motives, Deſires, or laſt 
Judgment of the Underſtanding, are at al 
related to the Self- motive or phyſical Bower 
of acting; nor is there any kind of Connection 
or between them: They depend 
on Principles totally and —_— different. 
We feel. a Power of. and acting 
without either Motrves, or even Volition, 
which is a Demonſtration, that the SPRTNG 
of Action is not in the Underſtanding, but isa 
diſtinct independent Power in the Creature; 
from whence it undeniably ſollowa, even 
beyond all poſſibility of Doubr or Contro- 


verſy, that the Man is under no Nectſſi 
| ah 
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Gad in oonſeguenee. of any Motive, X24 


ment; of. the. Underſtanding 
it Taps att in conſ e 5 
5 5 


rer 828511. 
abe p LOCK Es 


and ha 0 ene 


Nele confider, what My . has 
advanced concerning human 9 30 
his Chapter on Power; which I have exa- 
mined very eareſully; and cant help think | 
ing, that he has nqt only intirely miſtaken 
the Queſtion, but render'd the Enquiry vaſtly 
more difficult add perplex d, tan i naturally 
is; and Has, ſu uppoſed us neceſſary in 
only in which our Freedom co 
free, in hat we are abſolutely — 996 
= bone fone pare of Mankind will think 
it Arrogance, or of re york, that one 
who has made no Appearance in the Com- 
monwealth of Letters, ſnould dare to ſay 
this, or attempt to correct or ſhew the Ex- 
ror of any thing which was wrote by Mr. 
Locke; in whom a great many as implicitly 
believe, as Roman Catholicks do in Tran» 
ſubſtantiation. But theſe Gentlemen ſhould 
remember, that Truth is more ſacred than a 
Name; and that the knowledge of the 


Whole of things, does not lie in fo nar- 
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Character which he juſtly bears among all 


So 


Men'sf Fo ary wen AY 
ID any 
Remarks, ſince 52 5 5 Teen to 


be ſat about this 1 0 
8 Ceed from ig di 
ments upbh It Which inet . 
almoſt Gntratilt each other. 

this was tie Cale, „ 1 
appear th me, "that a Matt is der any 
Epatibn in Philo fury 
© bughtto' be terermit'd 55 
the Evidence they carry 


Will them, to 
afy deference to a e 
Names and Authorities, 48 Rich: | 
Done tlie true intrinſſek Value 1 4e 
Autlior riſes only in proportion to 7 
dom and Merit. — 38 FH Gt! * Wir 
{This bene remifed, I ill g bt. 
rer Mr. Locke Has explainetl Af = 
we come by the fe: of Power in 
he proceeds to that Species of "it Which ors 
cerns Human Erg 8 J, ang fi Lives: ſeveral . 
ſtances in which he thinks! we are | ee, and 
in Which he thinks we art 555 . 
his 9254 Poſition, and which rus thro 
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not at all concern Volition 5 for in that, tie © 
ſays, we are abſolutely neceſſary, our Free- 
dom only conſiſting in able to act, 
« or not to at, according as we ſh ſhall ch 
or will.“ Whereas 1 have already endea- 
vourd to ſhew, and ſhall ſtill be more par- 

ticular on that Head, that the Power of 
Willing or Reſolving, without being ne- 
ceſſitated ſo to will or reſolve, is eſſential to 


Liberty; and without it, tis impoſſible, as 
far as we can conceive, that any Being in 


the Univerſe ſhould be free. From hence it 


will be very eaſy to diſcern how conſiſtent 
Mr. Locke is with himſelf, when he gives 
ſeveral Inftances, and contends for our Free- 
dom, and yet at the fame time denies that 
Liberty concerns Volition; and affirms, that 
with regard to Volition we are abſolutely 
neceſſa | $5 

The rſt Enqu iry is, How he proves we 
are neceſſary in reſpect of Volition, and that 
Liberty does not at all concern Volition or 
Willing. And, 2dly, Whether it is poſſible 
any Being ſhould be free in his Actions, and 
yet neceſlary in his Volitions, or the Act of 
Willing. 

Section the 22d, Mr. Locke ſays, © It 
« paſſes for 4a good Plea that a Man is 
not free at all, if he be not as free to 
« will as to act what he wills. He is 
always very happy in ſtating his Adverſary's 
Objections, which generally appear incon- 

F ſiſtent 


Nature; ſince the very Eſſence of Human «< FP 


object, that a Man is not free at all, if he be 


® o * 
* >” 
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ſiſtent and abſurd in the very, Terms he 


« 
propoſes them, without a tedious: deduction a 4 
of Conſequences, or even, the leaſt pains. 00 
taken to ſhew Where the Error lies. The « ; 
Objection here propoſed includes this Sup- « 7 


poſition, « That 4 Man might 'be fres to « þ, 
* act, and yet not be free to will.” Which « 5 
is not only a An bſurdity, but Impoſſibility in by; 


Liberty conſiſts in our being free to will; 
and conſequently, if we were not. free to 
will, we muſt act neceſſarily: ſo that to 


not as free to will as to act what he wills, 
is the ſame as to ſay, Fa Man be not free, 
he is nat free; or thus, F a Man is not as 
free in his Volitions as he is in his Actions, 
(which are neceſſary) he is not free at all. 
I do not accuſe Mr. Locke of an Intention 
to make this Objection ridiculous and incon- 
ſiſtent; on the contrary, I have reaſon to 
imagine he did not thoroughly conſider it: 
for he ſeems to think it a very ſerious Ob- 
jection, and to have meant the ſame as a 
Man of Senſe would do by this; That 4 
Man is not free at all, if he be not free 
to will. And therefore however improper 
the Terms of the Objection are, as the 
Meaning is no more than this, we muſt con- 
ſider his Anſwer under that View ; - which 
begins Section the 23d thus: That: wil. 
« ling or chuſing being an Action, and 

« Þree- 


NATURAL Liberty * 


. Freedom conſiſt ing in a power of acting 
a 1 not * a4 Man in reſpett of wil 

ing an ion in his — ropoſed 
4 to his Thoughts, —— be free 4 "PL. 
« Reaſon whereof is very manifeſt: for it 
« being unavoidable that the Action de- 
pending on his Will ſhould exift or not 
« exiſt, and its Exiſtence or not Exiſtence 


following perfectly the determination 


and preference 0 his Will, he cannot 
« avoid willing the Exiſtence or not Ex- 
&« of that Action, it is abſolutely neceſſary 
* that he wills the one or the other, i. e. 
« prefers the one to the other; ſince one 
* 9 them muſt neceſſarily follow: and that 
* which does follow, follows by the Choice 
and Determination of his Mind, that is, 
* by bis willing it; for if he did not will 
« it, it would not be. So that in reſpect 
* of the Act of willing, a Man is not free, 
« Liberty conſiſting in a Power to act or 
not to act; which in regard of Volition 
« Man has not s for it is unavoidably 
* neceſſary to prefer the doing or forbearing 
« of an Action in a Man's power which is 
&* once propoſed to his Thoughts.” And. 
Mr. Locke, becauſe there ſhould be no 
poſſibility for his Reader's miſunderſtanding 
him, repeats the ſubſtance of this a great 
many times. But the ſum of it amounts to 
no more than, that a Man muſt unayoidably 
F 2 will 
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Will the doing or avoiding an Adios ance. 
propoſed to bis Underſtanding. - 

Suppoſe all this: parcel o Words, and 
Repetition, did amount to a Proof of what he 
intended: what follows ? It has no manner 
of relation to the Objection he propoſed to 
conſider ; which was not, that a Man could 
not be free - unleſs he could will Neither, 
but unleſs he could will Eitber, doing or 
forbearing to do what was propoſed. And 
ſo Mr. Locke himſelf ſtates the Objection; 
which is, that unleſs a Man be as free to 
will as he is to do what he wills, he can- 
not be free at all; by which he means, or 
intends his Adverſary to mean, (tho it is 
very badly expreſs d) that a Man cannot be 
free unleſs he could have avoided reſolving 
or willing to do any particular Action. 
There is no point of time in which it is not 
true of every Being in the Univerſe, that he 
muſt either be in motion, or reſt; muſt either 
walk, or not wall; fit, or not ſit ; but this 
is not a proof of the neceſſity of either, or 
that a Man is not for that reaſon free to 
will either. 

That a Man muſt will the one or the other 
when tis propoſed to his Thoughts, may 
poſhbly be true; unleſs he can wall not to 
will, or concern himſelf about the Propoſition; 
which the Author of the Philoſophical En- 
quiry allows, nor does it involve any Ab- 

ſurdity; but that does not ſhew the ne- 
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NATURAL LIBERTY. 37 
oeſſity of willing one rather than the other, 
which is the ſtrength of the Objection, and 
what he ſhonld have given an Anſwer' to. 
But to give a more diſtinct Proof that we 
are neceſſary with regard to Volition, Mr. 
Locke in C. 25. obſerves thus; © Since 
then it is plain a Man is not at liberty 
« whether he will Will or no; for when 
an Aftion; in his power is propoſed to his 
* Thoughts, he cannot ele, olition, he 
1 4 0 determine one — or other : The 
« next thing to be demanded is, whether 
«* Man be at liberty to Will which of the 
* two he pleaſes, ion or Reſt. This 
« Queſtion carries the Abſurdity o it fo 
« manifeſtly in itſelf, that one might there- 
« by ſufficrently be convinced, that Liberty 
« concerns not the Will in any ca - ff jd 
'y to 


« to ask whether a Man be at li h 
Will either Motion or Reſt, Speaking or 
« Silence, which he pleaſes, 1s to ask 
« whether a Man can will what he Wills, 
* or be 9 r oy with what he is leaſed 
4 with. Queſtion which I think needs 
« uo Anſwer; ww they who can make 4a 
« Queſtion of it, muſt ſuppoſe one Will to 
« determine the Atts of anatther, and ano- 
4 ther to determine that, and ſo on in in- 


«© finitum 3 an Abftraity before taken no- 
« tice of.” 


Mr. Locke has here demanded, as he calls 
i, and given an Anſwer to a new Queſtion. 


'The | 
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nother introduced, which he is very merry 


by whom it was propoſed, and with what 
view; Which n 4 Taak FA ſhall take upon 


propoſes to anſwer any Queſtion or Ob- 
jection, puts it in as 4 and clear a light 


its ſtrength; and conſequently it will not 


of the propriety and juſtneſs of Terms and 
way. How far Mr. Locke has purſued this 
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The former- (which tho it was very ill ox», | 


mo? d, yet his meaning might be collected 
it) is dropt; and in its ſtead, here is a- 


upon: but he ſhould have conſider d firſt 


me. „ | 
Every fair and ju adicioud Writer, if he 


as poſſible : otherwiſe the Anſwer to it will 
be imperfect, and the Queſtion loſe part of 


only be difficult, but almoſt impoſſible tor 
thoſe who have not an intimate knowledge 


Diſtinctions, to form a true Judgment either 


in the Queſtion laſt propoſed, I will enquire. 
He does not think it proper to take any 
more notice of the firſt Objection, but art- 
fully propoſes another, which carries its manifeſ 
own folly and abſurdity. and which was ſo the W. 
far from being demanded, that ſuch a Queſtion Locke \ 
could never enter into the Mind of any Man or Prop 
in the World, provided he underſtood the the fake 


Terms of it, as Mr. Locke does; for the of that, 


word | Pleaſe] being taken to be ſynony⸗ contrar) 
mousto | Will, | tis a contradiction to com- be accu 
mon Senſe for a Man to propoſe ſuch a = toc 


Queſtion, becauſe it is in effect asking, ſeems te 
whe- 
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whether a Man can will what he Wills, or 
be pleaſed with what he is pleaſed with; 
and yet we ſee Mr. Locke. takes an oppor- 
—— from ſo idle a Queſtion as this, to 
ſhew, That Liberty concerns not the 
« Mill in any caſe. He firſt propoſes a 
ridiculous Queſtion, and then proves it ridi- 


culous and inconſiſtent: An excellent Me- 0 | 


thod of Reaſoning truly 


Surely he could not be inſenſible, that 


this was trifling with the Reader, and im- 
poſing on his Underſtanding, at the ex- 
pence of Truth, and common Senſe: For 
the Queſtion to be demanded, was not, 
Whether a Man be at liberty to will which 
of the two he pleaſes, Motion or Re 
but, het her he is at liberty to will eit 
of the two ? This is the true Queſtion, the 


other is only diſpoſing ſo many Words in the 
Form, of a Queſtion, but in reality ſo as to 


mean nothing, nor have the leaſt relation to 


the real Enquiry ; but on the contrary, moſt | 


manifeſtly deſigned to elude it: And yet 
the World can hardly imagine, that Mr. 
Locke would ſtate any Queſtion, Argument, 
or Propoſition, in a diſingenuous Light, for 
the ſake of expoling it; and in conſequence 
of that, artfully endeavour to eſtabliſh the 
contrary Doctrine. He, good Man! cannot 
be accuſed of any thing of this kind : He 
was too great a Lover of Truth; tho' he 
ſeems to be ſo ſenſible, that thoſe who nar- 


rowly 
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Section which immediately ſucceeds this, 18 


of things 


4% Abr ENG 
towly exathin'd this: 
he had madeuſe of ſome- ' Artifice and Cut 


vat; wala 


his Adverſurtes; that the 


ning, to” 


a moſt ſolemn and Exhortation, do 
avoid theſe and the like Abſurdities, by 
eſtabliſhing in our Minds; determin'd Ideas 
under Confideration'; and adds} 
4 If the Ideas of Liberty and Volition were 
e well ſettled, and fix d in our 
4 ings, and carry'd along with us in out 
4 Minds as they ought, 'thro' all the Queſtis 
«© ons that afe rais d about them, I ſuppoſe 
à great part of the Difficalties that per- 
4 plex Mens Thoughts, and intangle their 
„ Underftandings, would be much eaſier 
“ refoly'd, and we ſhonld- perceive where 
«the confuſed Significations of Terms, dt 
«where the Nature of the thing cauſed the 
« Obſcurity.” 

'T am far enough from thinking this Car 
tion and Advice unjuſt, when tis given with 
intention to eſtabliſh Truth, and to rendet 
the Enquiries of Mankind more eaſy and 
pleaſant, and leſs liable to that Perplexity 
and dark Obſcurity, which always acid 
an indiſtinct and confuſed Uſe of Words; 
fince I find, by that little Experience I have 
had of the World, that Men generally dif-! 
pute more about Words than Things: But 
when a Man, under Shew and Pretence ol 


Reaſoning, and a candid Defire to come 0 
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J f E but ſp : y 
with no other View, than to. ſtifle the Ap. 
prehenſtous chat woul ien 1 


de — — tatc 0/47 | 
thar\is-1of ſo: greg Igiportance in 
95 bobs ridiculons and 
— as tis Queſtion really: is it does not 
ppear to me, how a Mary neh hereby: 
, blau be — 2 Liberty 
« conceris nt the M iil in any Caſe; or 
that ibey zul can mate q Nugſtion 
« it, muſt gone Halkota determine, 
0 the Atts another) and unot her to d, 
termine t 27 aud ſu am in Inſinitum. 
Theſe ate ſo far from being Conſequences; 
of this Que ſtion, that there is no fort. of 
Connection between * 7 nor 9 OE 
thing even d or ſuppoſed in the Que- 
ſtion, to 3 of ſuch laſe⸗ 
rences: For the according to 
Mr. Locle, ſtands thus: It is a ridiculous 
Queſtion, to ask whether a; Man be at li- 
berty to will which of the two he pleaſes; 
a Motion or Reſt? “ Thereſore a Man may 
; © thereby be convinced, that Liberty con- 
© cerns-not the Will, in any Caſe; and 


K * therefore they, who can malte a Queſtion 
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* oh Sick determines the general Pow 


from:Premiſes, I conſeſi I beye, 
always been gięatly miſtaben, and am yg, 


Kite, i ee i 0 EW 
Alf this be Readoving juſtly, err 
Conſequences from 


. who, pretends to. have euher 
Lb 2 . 


He draws, 
2 they ha L e l 
S Ve. not one 
this, will yet pretend, they  perieQly ww 
derſtand it . or at. leaſt, linie it to e 
very good Senſe, becauſc tw as aid by Ms 
Locke: and yet, which is Tu ſuxpxizing 
the ſame Men are ambitious of being thongit 
G have anne ſmall Porion-of Kaith, 
After: thete two unſuccelstul — 
to prove us ne xy in reſpect of Valugh 
Fellion 29, to the Queſtion, Wheat is ii 
termines the Will ? Mr. Locke Tays, th 
and proper Anſiver is, The Mind. N 


te of directing, to this or that paiticuſ 
direction, is nothing but the Agen 
4 ſelf, N. 4 has, dhe 
« particular way. If this: Anfwer, fu 


« 0 dene 
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Neorun A Lisa tr 4 
4 Wins derefmingy tho M this; What 
c moves the Mind its 
ſtauetꝭ t determins i 
to this er that particular Motion 
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1 gre Motive that | wore the Finds 
Aion.” THY rel 5*6 15: 
— 25 Has ſoon ' 
excellen ys, concerning eſtabliſfiing ii 
oer Minds determitrd- Ideas: of Thinge, 
ing between Attributes 
* and falls into ay fame 
m all theſe kind of 
Enquiries: der Mortves- can no more 4work 
than play, ſince they do not — in the 
ature of things; and yet 
eaſmeſs is the' great Motive th 
the Mind, and pi 
it is2ickctlous to 
Mr. Locke ſhows very ally: 
whether” the Will be free, be as improper 
as to ask whether Sleep 
ſquare; then for the ſame Reaſon tis as 
ndiculous to fay, a Motive can wort: ſince 
(to uſe bis own TY 'ris 'fuppoſing it to 


what d 


ind 340 
ec th to B50 


Action. 
. which 
and to ask 


is ſwift, or Virtue 
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nip render NY 
Eu. Agent or 3<Wheress a Mo- 
tive is no more than an Hfferten er. Ho- 
erty of th Minde and conſequently: van 
neither wotk, vr d. Tho poſſibly he meant 
no more by Uneaſineſe heing the: Matve 
chat works, than that Uncaſnels js generally. 
the Reaſon or Motive of our remgvingirons* 
a preſent State; which will not ꝓelden yd. 
But it does not by any męans thence Tallow, 
that we are neceſſarily determined ty - Wnr 
eafine(5," (which-is not only A NH ro- 
pritty in Speech, hut, as L have already ſhæ vn, 
is an abſolute Impoſſibility in nature,) or tha 
de cannot remove dr _ _ Mr Obie 
———ꝓͤ— unea ty. AD JRJEction 
he was aware and therefore ſa ys, (rather 
in a Rhapſodical than Philoſophical mag. 
ner;) When a Man is perfectiy one 
<«<-with the State he is in, which is When 
he is perſectly without Uneaſinels, WG 
«Induſtry, what Action, What Will is there 
4 but to continue in ĩit? 204i} vis et 
This Language and Manner of Writiag 
might be very proper in thoſe . Enquitys, 
which Mr. Locke calls Civil, as contradililll 
guiſh'd from Philoſophical; ., Bat-H;{appoF 
no Man who has ever thought upon Subjeſ che 
of: this nature, thinks it a; proper uſe , mined, 
words on this occaſion. I Will allow dt 
ax: Man who is: perfectly content with Alf the laf 
State he is in, does not feel any Peſires qt very re 
Emotions to, change or alter his Situs 
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becauſe at chat inſtant he can't be poſſel 
of either; but this does not inthe! leaſt in⸗ 
terfere with the ſeli· motive or natural Power 
of acting. 
Mr: Locke ſays it is; the Springrof Ac rium 
would not — follow that the Motive 
of every; Action muſt be Uneaſmeſs, 
Wat it ap Apes be i ble there ſhould be 
in Man a Selfamotive Power thecontr of 
which I believe is already 
| monſtration': And conſequently the Spring 
ol Action is not "Uneaſmeſs, nor is it any 
more to Action chan i= Triangle or 
5 | 
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4. Nay, ere W 


«, ſult of only own Minds, ſudgi the 
6 2 or Euil of any Aion ef the 


« not free. This 2 to carry its 
own Confutation and Abſardity with i it, and 
needs no IIluſtration; for whoever is de- 
termin d to act from his Frame or Conſtitu- 


LL 


eig the laſt, ene. of his Under 
ſtanding, is as n ry as a Machine moved 


by Weights and Ballances; and yet Mr. 
Locke gravely ſuppoſes a Man thus deter- 
mined, to be free; and his Freedom is, that 
he cannot but follow or be — d by 


very remarkable Concluſion indeed! 


a renn be: n 
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Befides, if Ueafmeſs were, as 
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t determimd by un thing but the laſt Re. 
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tion, or is under an abſolute neceſſity of 


the laſt Judgment of his Underſtanding, A 


40 of ene 0 
bh let u tnquird Now (fart this: is d 
faſtem with whiat Mr. Locus ſayu in So, 


Me he is fpenhiag 5 
has. am habit Thirſt after Ris 
5 doc not continue * this 
obſerves; Wy 

. © the. Freer & 
«7 


_ of — 
%. favs ona” 

e, tanks thi derb of 
*, Hir bonro, will rake Refolutions 
e 10 purſue the yroater Cn, bit 1 
« rhe unea/imeſr 10 ni his dtcuftomed Dia 
_ returns, thu greater —— 
2 it Bola the preſent ws 


4 9 2 — the Mill to the aceuſtonted 
655 Tpbis is an Inftaric 4 in which 


5 9 doing what ede beſt ab 2 
— — which tho it is 4 very 
unlucley Conceſſion for Mr.-Lorke's purpoſe; 

ie l me very well, becauſe  nt'provel 
the Truck of what I have advanced a 
ready, concerning the Power of A ins 
9 of the judgment. But there 1 
another unhappineis which attends it, an 
that is, that it is no leſs tha ari" abſ6late 
Contradiction of what Mt: Locke 'oBſerved, 
when he fays we are determiud by ib 


laſt Reſult of our Minas h 
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bes k. A Proof Les MEA are = 
M SEE wo. or three other 
Jp taken 1 of,, which Mr. Locke 


mentions in order to prove, that Liberty 
* wy not concern Volttion, or the nw 


< of #1 He lay jon 29. 
« Man <4 into the Lap, FRE «Brig 
* bre 1 him) has not herei 

„ berty, 1s. got a free Agent; Iſor the he 
* has s Palin the he pre efers is not 12 
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#"berey po. Vs 16 
Sone: 2 that Ftv 
of belege in Volition, Of 


2 to the Ft having 4 


« or orbear 
« Mind Es 


Liberty Teac as fat 
not farther; For wh 
« to check hat Power, o 
«away't Indifferency, , Ha act 
«a, there Liberty, _ ur 
n . teaſes.” * 
Axe this "is ſs ee inp 


rer. 05 95 1 
fat às that t Power, and 
eftraint comes 


by ot the F 
N Error and 


We Abet Lit r. & = 
Rirft] che Terms Liberty and. Halitiom are 
alkde u ſe wf i fo; confuſed and indiſtinct a 
Senſe; ins" almoff beyond poſkbility;: 
to Rho hat he means by either: whareds. 
unleſs: theſe'two Tens are preciſely ſettled, 
there; is no talking or weiting in this. on- 
troverſyf withoutthe: utmaſt Conſuſion: But 
Mr Lor tx ſeemsſo well fatisficd that a- der 
terminate Vie of them Mrre either not ne- 

ceſſary to the Controverſy, or elſe; that: it 
did not Farr with his Comenience z that he 
has in tliis Chapter given us at leaſt twenty : 
Definitions of Liberty amd Holition; of which 
will give a 8 n, when have finiſhed 
theſe and the fliccedding Obſervations. 
He Has dakeady in Section 15. told us, 
that Preferr re not: &xprels the Act of 
Volition ; and there gives an Inſtance of 
Mans preftrrng. what he does not iL 
and yet in ctiat I have laſt quoted, he ſpeaks- 
of Volition and Preferring, as one and the 
lame Affectiomof the Mind :nAnd bis Cons. 
clufion is; that Liberty is not an . 
* belonging u Volition or Preferring.”. 
Man may prove any thing when he — 5 
founds his? Terms in this manner : for tho 
it be true, and ſhould / be allowed, that Li- 
berty is not. an Idea belonging to Prefer- 
ring, becaiifeiitis unavoidable; fince we muſt, 
neceſſarily\prefzr, or like: (which are ſyno- 
aymous Ferms) what appears to us moſt 
4 JE. eligible ; yet it does not from 
H 


thence f 


= ADRFENCE of 


thence ſollow, that Liberty. is not an Iden! 
belonging to Volition; fince Willing is juſt 
ſd mch the reverſe of Preferring, as an 
Agent is the reverſe of a Patient. [Thefore: 
mer is active, and the latter is naive: and; 
yet Mr. 5 ye Brees ren theſe two Words 
and when it ſuits his purpoſe, he has but; 
ont to both of them; when it docs 
net, then I gf oy bare Oy” — 
meanings. | 

The next 5 57 is, (bw! it will follow) 
that becauſe the Perſon waver faſt in, and 
had not freedom to be gone, that therefore 
« Liberty is not an Idea belonging to Volts! 
„ tion. For Mr. Locke, in Section 23. 
ſays, (That Freedom'concernsmot Holitiun 
« 74 any Caſe: And conſequently, accor- 
ding to himfelf, Liberty would no more be 
an Idea belonging to Volition, if the Man 


this tock'd in was free to go out, than it 
would if he was not free to rnd 


Eiberty concerns not Yolition in any 
But wichooe takingthe Advantage of quoting 
Mr. Locke againft himſelf ; how does i ap 
pear-from theſe Inſtances, that Liberty dots 
not or rather is not an Idea be- 
longing to Lolition. What he obſerves com 

cerning the Man's not being at Liberty to go 
out of the Room in which he wills to ſtay, 
only proves that he was not at Liberty io 
go; but it does not prove that he was'not 


at Liberty to wil] his ftay or contunuance 
there, 


9 , 


NATURA EDT „ 
there: 58 it be true, if he had willed 
the conttary,; ich vas not ee uf 4 
yet he Was abſolutely at /iberty whether ho 
would w. qr reſolve ho ſhy; ſince there is 
a.moſt evident difference between being obli- 
ged and compelled to ſtay in any particular 
place, and-w#/lmg or reſolving vo Gay there; 
ce former does by no means involve the 
— So that Liberty is as mucli an Lara 
to Holit ion — — the Circumftanee 
ber Con and Reſtraint, as under any 
other Circumſtance; which renders theſe In- 
ſtances af very little ſervice Mr, Locke, to 
prove . That Liberty is. wat an Idea: be- 
« longing to Holition. He ſhould have con . 
ſiderd this a little better before de had been 
rand his Concluſion. 
He ſays, ( That Liberty is not an Ease 
« belon — to Volition, es to the Per- 
« ſon — er o or 
9 2 ee e Eq v4 ſball chuſe 
« or direct. I Would be wg to — 
according to thisaccourit of Liberty, wherei 
Volition differs from it; or ers +», rh 
berty is not an Idea belonging o Volition 
ſince it is an Act of the Mind, qo the Terms 
doing, or. forbear aro, as truly appli- i- 
arent ID ot e Mind, as any oth 
Action; and that Man has a power of wik 
ling, or © farbearing to will, according as the 
Mind ſhall chaſe or direct, I believe is not 


only proved beyond Controyerſy, but al 
H 2 lowed ; 
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5 3 land ee Liberty is an Iden 
| to; Holiman; fincei the! having u 


| 28 ee QT. forbearingto-dv, aCcor- 
7 we dl hae de, is the 
ſunte Powet-which the Man'has in reſpect oi 
Holib ion t Si N 02 WOLTIGG 193 bt 'S 268 

But nbtwithſtanding, ve find it cvery 
kee afſerted;xho'mmo \where) proved} by 
Mr. Locle, that Wè are . acai 
in ot: Lulit ons! yet the fame Man in al- 
nidſtievery Page of this. Chapter, talks about 
ou Fyredom, and Liberty z ian: ſays, i, dee 
ware not free, ur Underſtnidings would:bt 
of ni ue. I will: now enquire; whether 
be->poſſible'that-a' Man ſhould\ be. a: free: 
Being, and yet not be free tou⁰i or reſulale 
or, to put the Objettion as} Mr. Lone does 

{hd the Terms of it are \vety.-impropery 
hes Man can l ſree at aii, , be bt 
r ut free bu mill, as to u whatbe I 
Before I purſus this, twill be proper to gt 
a' particular” Inſtance, which he mentior 
| concerning Liberty, in Section 27. 1048 
A Hirst hen, it it carefulli to be re. 
Kynembred, That Freedom cunſiſts in "thi 
dependence af the Exiſtence, or nat Ex. 
4 jſfence of any Ation upon. our: Volition 
f it; and hut in the dependente of am 
Alion, or its contrary, on vun preferetict- 
"01? of 8 on 4 Cliſt, ir a I 
M6: 6 pur tu leap . twenty: yards: Sromtard 
45 Furs the Sea; not a ch he has A power 


{0 


4 A i; 
„ O * 1 . 
o = 
— Fl * o 


a Wü ith Ik r. 5 
0 t he contrary Au wih * 


6:J6ap» 165 Tard pf for that" be 
«6 Co ad ar then 9 9h | 


„ 44ufe' be has: # Power 1 lach or nor 70 
«Jeap. * "Bat f greater 2 cha „„ 
« 43th it holds! Him faſt;\ or tumbles bit 
. doton; be is n J ts in that 
% Caſe ; berauſt the doi or  forbear att | 
«of "that: eee At an, i 10 
(«+ in his power - 01 T 2145 A 07 


From henoe we ma y collect theſe . 
Conſequences: 1½, 2 Freedom of 
Actioa does. not h in the” leaſt on 
our Freedom in reſpect to'H#Hiing or Ls. 
lition; but-corifiſts-only; in eee 
to act, in eunſecquence o Vrin. 

And 24% That this Furedom or „ 
which Vr La- Stn des 
i not an able Frecuom or Liberty, in 
the Man hinrſelf, to b, cor 


forbear, 
Action ; but — a Freon, or Ta 


ppoſed to externul Roſtraint, or 2 | 
Pale, ab ehtra; bu ed to an 2 
eceſſity, Iunded in the Nature and Con 
itution of the Man. For according to 
Mr: Locke, he iwho ledps or walks, -is-for 
a0 other rehſon e, than becauſe be might 
Wave done the contrary, if he had id i. 
It if he could not have avoided willing 
hat which he did, then he could not have 
villed the contrary, and conſequently could 
ot N. done it in ebene 0 Voli- 


I? y 1 — 


A DEFENCE: of: | 
„And. that he Was not at liberty; to 

e lad che Forbearaxeaof any Aon, 
hich he did, Mr. Locke. thinks he hat 
| re,  theretore 
a or not S 3. Hall 
t walks ; he is abſolutely. necellary; 


t this Freedom and: Liberty, which 


lute Neceſſity ; for if 2 Man be not fret 
to will, tis impoſſible he ſhould to ac 
He, who could not have avoided: refaluing 
vr determining to do any particular Actied 
N not have avoided: doing it, and cui: 
ſequently was ubſolutely — and o 
tze contrary, he who could have avoided 
reſoluing or determining to do any particula 
Action, was abſdlutely free: from whente it 
follows, tbatchePerſon! thus ſtanding on aClif 
Nas not ( Fres to leap or wot to. leap,” be 
ſe he could not avoid doing that whichhe 
Ry reſabved to do, unleis he vatid 
None Smadingp or was at not to han 
dormed. ſuch Reſolution. But ren . 
el were in his power, Sc. Liberty i 
an Idea belonging to Valitiun. 
Thus 1 have endea vour d to hows, o 
Mr. Lore, thro' Miſtake, and 
to the Controverly, or Deſign, — 
or rather affirm d, that r 1 
neceſſary, in what is eſſential to our 
m, and in which only Freedom can 
Ad th. müßt; and — in that . Þ 
abſolutely and unayoidably neceſſary. | 
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in e 
of the Werd Folition. I could furnifh as 
many more, o Liberty, but they are too 
tedious z and therefore I omit it, tho with 
ſome regret; for the Stir, chat he makes a- 
bout theſe two plain Words, is 
really ſarprizing ; [cſpecially where a certain 
Meaning to them were o to the 
Controverſy. And tho in general, the ſet- 
tling of: determinate Ideas to Words, was fo 
much the Talent of Mr. \Zocke, and fo well 
caforced by bim, yet in this Chapter, he 
ſeems to have aim d at, eee * | 
Hor, and nothing elſe. 

His firſt Definition of Will * 
ter end of Section 5. © This Power which 
« the Mind has, thus to order the Conſi- 
* deration of any Idea, or the forbearing to 
$% conſider it; or to prefer the Motion of 
* any past of the Body, to ity Reſt, and 
« vice vera in any particular Inſtance, is 
“ that which- we call the Will. Section 

3M 15. he ſays, Such is the Difficulty of 
= <=plaining,. and giving clear Netto of 
HW internal Actions, by Sounds, that I muſt 
* here warn my Reader, +. droge” 


Pr Directi Chuſmg; Pr „Ke. 
4 which T have made * not 


. ech, enough expreſs Volition, unleſs 
$5. 12G. « be 


= 


3 ** 5 — fy a * 5 7 
bY a * * 3 — ? 
* | TOP! 
— 


Wen 
» ” 


36 be e | 
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* when be Wl" Ne gt 5 
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par, of” e yeh 
ti b 225 5 he thn 
ti (421. Ads! Luk the © 27755 he 


Nut Hh WHIP truth'} 
Gb iti! A Power or Ability to 
6 Ctiuſc “ bin ob 28, he ag 
ue Volilim or r 1 an Aer af hs 
* Md, Ypr ot hought to N 
Auction PE Action, 2 2 thereby e 
« erting its Power to product it Sem 
49, "te Rye W Thar the” Vit in non 
i biit '# Power in the Mind, to-dirt 
Acre operative Fatiulties of 'a' Many tl 
32 or Neſt, as fut Ag they en 
on ſuch Dirretion. Serfion 30, he be 
F very ſolemn manner by way d 
and ſays thus: T Ta 
. endeavour'd 40 ow? 5 the: 2 * "= 
tion, by. Chuſmeg, Ferri 
8 like Terms, hat fi fieniff D , ar 5 
& 'Volttion; for L.. of bt her "words th 
e murlb that: — ie Mind, wol 


v proper Name is or Volitin 
yet it being a Aue le Act, whoſt 
* ever 40. res dh e what it is, wil k 


« better 
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122 5 Nn an Dis vun 
7 that ir does, vue 
e 0 8 VIvFOry of -artiou:* 
7 Sund ey Nis Cain 
Le being careful not to h 
+ prefſions,” that dv not 
„ Difſerents, herween tb 
tal Hs of the Mindy that are EE 
« Aiſtintt 111 
& '\cefſary, bobanſe 1 nd the' Will oft 


the 
, a a ſciog-' 


(6 confounded with of the Affen. 
© ons, eſpecially , and the one put © 
for phe orher, and that. by Men who 
6 would not be not to have bad 


* very diſimt Notions of things, and not 
to have writ very clearly about them. 
« This, I Imapine, has been no ſmall ocs - 
* cafion Oiſemuy and Miftake on this 
Matter, and therefore' is, as much as 
« may be, to be guoided.” And then he 
adds, "ther *%Pobaigs is nor hung but that 
* particular determination f the Mind, 
* whereby barely by a Thonght, the Mind 
* endeavours to give Riſe, Continuation, 
* or Stop ito any Action, which it takes 
to be in ite power.” 1 ſhquld not have 
quoted this - tedious + Paſſage, but only to 
ew, how much an Author > Gates 
miſtaken, concerning his own Abilities, and 
how eaſy-it is for him, to reflect on him+ 
lelf, without being conſcious of it. At the 
latter end of this Section, he ſays, that 
I « The 


miſled by Ex 


þ ol 
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be Will i tut ib Pour afin 
Section 743 he ſaye, C Rewer. in dareth 

- Kathe. Operetiue: Faculties. to Mation, or. 
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„ would not haye the des e 
chat this is all; which Nr. Locte has Tad 
ooncerniug Volitiqu: There are ſeveral dther- 
Definitions of it in this Chapter, but chey 
ae too much interwoven with thę reſt, to 
be pick d out, and mads Senſe of ſeparately.” 
I chouglit it neceſſary, or material in 
this Conttoveiſypta thew "hae theſe Depp 
Nut ions not only diſſer from one another 
diametrically, but are in à great meaſute l 
inconſiſtent with themſelves, and abſolutelf 
unintelligible, I could do it with a gte 
deal of Eaſez. but that will appear o © 
evidently, to any Man Who ill take 'the W © - 
pains: thoroughly to examine and compare 
chem, with each other, and with what MI 
Lock eelſewhere ſays, N concerning Libarty 
und Volition, that twould be needleſs th 
eriticiſe and remark upon vat every Man 
who is at all 'ufedto n A this kind, 
muſt unavoidably fee. Beſides, twillibe 
time enough forme to de chi when I am 
called upon ſor a {Defence oi this Treatiſe; 
and yhichcis the reaãſon why T have on 
nited at ſeveral other things, with intentini 
20 be mor particular ae that 
. of nile? cl: 20 brig 2 
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* x Jaws 1. wien, 
Reverend A e 


"Hae be. Ger ppeseee to aids you 
A on this Occaſion, but That Right which 
M Mankind may plead to the Inſtructions 
of a Great and Good Man. The ſmall 
Share of Time T have ſpent in Study, has 
been empley d in examining che fundamen- 
tal Principles of Reaſon and Philoſophy. 
In this purſuit I muſt have been abſolutely 
blind, if your Diſcourſe on the Being and 
Attributes: of God, had eſeap'd me; itt 
which your account of Liberty and Ne- 


eefſity has flencd a * many "Difficulties, 
* which 


658 
which perp lex'd me very much. Bur 1 
have. Qn fall on my. * 
which "I could” Ai e et rid 0 Mou. 


therefore beg your I ſee plainl 
Man! is not over-r 12 Impulſe! 


ry that exe U 
Tenge & Wg Tf (y' 7 
gment of the Us 


no other but the 44 
derſtanding. It wi likewiſe, I ſappoſe, be 


ed. L m he, 
AL TRENT 


nding a 
75 Speculative 1 1 is nece oo 
| nquiry then 1 hy t ASme 
of the Undo hang aſe NO RAR 
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2 He judges then in many Inſtan- 
ces That to be beſt, (i. e. Milli That) which 
in Nature and Reality is not beſt: Every 
Man therefore .is*by \Neceſſity imperſectly 
Good and Juſt + and That, according to their 
ee es, 2 How is | 


ure then accountable for the Want | 


of 1 Perfection which. God never gave it, 
neither was it in its 


power to give itſelf ? 
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And yet, wheaT tak take a ſuryey of my Ideas 
n all ſides,” I am at a Ia ho: or where 
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fore: Whetz in given Circum unwiſ 
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is not That a Contradiction in the very 
Terms? 15 not to ſuppoſe 1 © 17 — ſame 
Creature Sel, moving and not Sel mob 


of F. reedom be the Idea of Self- motive 
Power, it is f. far from being oppoſed. to 
Neceſſity, that it may be, and and f think, it 2s 


ſiſtent with perfect Freedom, (7. e. with 
Selfemot ive Power:) And the Divine Being 
himſelf is in all his Actions neceſſary, in the 
Natural and Literal Senſe of the Word. For 
it is as direct a Contradiction in Nature, to 
ſuppoſe All-Wiſdom (if 1 may uſe that 
Term) acting unjuſtly or cruzlly, (that is, 
unwiſely) as to ſuppoſe Otnnipreſence con- 
fin d: Since the Moral Attributes of God are 
as truly and properly Natural, as thoſe 
which are diſtinguiſh'd by that Name; and 
are therefore equally neceſſary. But this is 
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Reverend SIR, % 


o have now brought the Debate 
Into a yerry narrow Compal The 
only Difficulty I find remaining, is, to di/- 
ne in my Mind the /af? Judgment or Per- 
tion of the U. wand, and the fr/# 
— of the Self-motive Power: For 
let us ſuppoſe them 4z5j0:n'd, and conſider 
the Conſequence. Will it not Wllow, that 
nintelligent Subſtance may be capable of 
elf-motion, and mere Matter be as abſo- 
utely Free as Infinite Wiſdom itſelf? Nay, 
fin any Inſtance, Action or Self-Motion does 
ot follow the wy Perception or Judgment F-- 
Wt the Underſtanding, the Agent muſt in 
That Inſtance be over- ud by a blind Im- 
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pulſe : There is no Medium. To conſider 
"this Matter more diſtinctly in the great Au- 
thor. of all Perfection: If his Actions do net 
neceſſarily follow the final Perception of his "= 
Underſtanding, how'carr it be proved that he | IIB 
01 infinitely juſt and Good? Tis no Im- F : 
Poſſibilitg. 4 theſis, but he may 
Act in the worſt nceivable Manner, at the , 
very ſame time —.— he Judges and Wills IE 
the beſt: For tis ſuppos d that there is no 
Connection between judgment and Self- 
motion, betweęn Volition and Action. Ido 
not underſtand your Diſtinction between 
* Phyſical and Meral Neceſſity, becauſe in- 
deed 'I have no Idea at all of the Latter. 
If it means the ſame which I expreſs q by 
the Term Neceſſity Internal; it has 1 
think, as clear and diſtinct a Foundation 
Nature, as any ,Phyſical Neceſſity W 
gver, ; Which 1 defire you particularly n 
obſerve, becauſe I had reaſon to ſuſpe 
from your laſt Favour, that my ; Mean 
was not 3 SoeNy: clear on that Head. 
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Reverend STR, 


T HAVE now to my great Satisfaction 

a clearer Inſight, than I ever expected, 
into ſo intricate a Queſtion as we have been 
upon. The Conſiderations that the laſt 
Judgment of the Und can have no 
Influence on Self. Motion, becauſe there is 
no reſemblance between an Action and a 
I Perception of the Mind, and that therefore 
I there muſt be ſome diſtin Nnciple of Self- 
Motion entirely Independent on he 


tive Faculty, weighs very much with me; 


1 and I think it is very probable (as you 
n obſerve) that our want of clearly diſtin- 
vant. © guiſhing between the Perceptive and the 
1 455 Active E aculty, is the chief Origin of all 


N in this — I ſhall trouble 
you 
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